Introduction
Dialysis* OR Acute OR 'Nursing home' OR Residential [as keywords]) 139 Web of Science was also searched for the following keywords in topic or title: Inclusion criteria for types of participants were older adults (mean age of study sample ≥65y) 156 (AIHW, 2010) admitted as an in-patient to a rehabilitation ward, centre or unit. Inclusion 157 criteria for types of studies were intervention studies of any kind which had more than one 158 point of data collection, and observational studies which were prospective or retrospective 159 cohorts, case series, all or none, and case-control studies. Studies were included only if 160 nutrition assessment was conducted during admission to rehabilitation (outcomes 1, 2 or 3 161 measured at baseline) and if any one outcome of interest was measured once discharged to 162 the community (outcomes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 at post-discharge follow-up). Intervention 163 papers were included if any form of nutrition intervention was delivered to the population 164 group either during rehabilitation or post-discharge to the community. 
169
Exclusion criteria for types of studies included cross-sectional, as the design does not allow 170 for outcomes to be assessed during rehabilitation and post-discharged to the community, 171 protocol studies, abstracts, conference papers and review papers. Studies which reported 172 malnutrition by using a nutrition screening tool or single maker such as serum albumin or 173 weight loss were excluded, as were those which failed to assess nutrition status during 174 rehabilitation or any outcome of interest once discharged to the community. 175 
Selection of studies and data synthesis 176
A two-step screening process was employed. In step 1, one author scanned the titles and 177 abstracts of studies identified by the search for their eligibility. At step 2, full-text articles 178 were screened by one author for eligibility. Data were extracted from the published papers 179 into standardised tables by one author. In the tables, results of studies were reported only for 180 the outcome measures interest. Results were reported as significant at the P<0.05 level and no (31%). There were no conflicts in assessment of study strength and quality between the 229 reviewers. 
